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CIA Saw Rebel Group Win In Iran
Takeover Could Compound U.S. Problems, 84 Memo Reported

J By NORMAN KEMPSTER, Times Staff Writer

WASHINGTON —in Decomber,
1984, the CIA's covert-action chief
concluded that a rebel orgamzation
with a history »f it American
agitation was likelv 1o -vize power
in Iran after the deatn or downfail
of the Ayatollah Ruhotllah Khomet -
ni, a result that could compound
U.S. problems in the Middle East.

According 'o a CIA memo ctted
by the presidentiai commission
headed by former sen. John Tower
(R-Tex.). the agency's deputy di-
rector for operations considered
the group. known as the Moujahed-
een, "'to be well organized. influ-
enced by the Soviets and likely to
succeed Khomeini.”

At the ume. the US. govern-
ment’s public posttion was that the
Moujahedeen was only one of many
Iranian opposition groups. none of
which had much chance of over-
throwing the Tehran government.

Since then, the orgamization has
gained some credibility in the eyes
of US. offictals hecause it has
survived in spite of a determined
effort by Khomeini's government
to crush it. But State Department
officials stll thirk it has no more
than a long-shot chance of taking
power.

The disagreement over the rela-
tive strength of the Moujanedeen
dramatizes the ifficuity *“Wat the
U.S. government taces in frmulat-
Ing policy toward Tenrir .a the

wake of the Iran-contras affair. If
the organization has a realistic
chance of taking power, Washing-
>n will have to modify its Iran
policy 10 recognize the possibility
of a Moujahedeen-led government.

And until some consensus
emerges, officials agree, the organ-
1zation merits close attention.

Unlike the situations in Nicara-
gua. Afghanistan and Angola,
where the Reagan Administration
Is supporting anti-government
rebels, Washington has not en-
couraged the Moujahedeen, which
some officials consider even more
hostile to U.S. interests than the
Khomeini regime.

On July 25, 1985, Richard W.
Murphy, the assistant secretary of
state for the Near East, told a
House subcommittee that the Mou-
jahedeen “remains a militantly Is-
lamic, anti-democratic, anti-
American and anti-Western col-
lectivist organization which con-
tinues to employ terrorism and
violence as standard instruments of
policy.” A State Department offi-
cial said there has been no change
in that assessment.

Although the Moujahedeen de-
nies that it is anti-American or
anti-Western, the State Depart-
ment’'s repeated denunciations of
the organization would be sure to
chill relations if the Moujahedeen
does succeed in ousting Khomeini.

Ali Safavi, a Moujahedeen
spokesman 1n Washington, pointed
to the CIA assessment as evidence
that the Moujahedeen has become
the only viable alternative to the
Khomeini regime. He said the
group has become increasingly ef-
fective in its guernila attacks in-
side Iran, attacking power stations
and other economic targets.

Also, the Moujahedeen operates a
clandestine radio station on both
AM and short-wave bands, and it
even produces its own television
program—a half-hour Persian-
language broadcast on Iraqi televi-
sion that can be picked up in many
parts of [ran.

Safavi maintains that Murphy's
July 25, 1985, attack on the Mouja-
hedeen did not necessarily repre-
sent the government'’s true assess-
ment of the organization but
merely was part of the Administra-
tion's effort—which also included
arms sales—to improve relations
with Tehran and win the release of
U.S. hostages in Beirut.

In support of his argument, Sa-
favi cites the Tower Commission
report, which reprinted a letter,
dated July 8, 1986, from the shad-
owy Iranian go-between in the
arms sales, Manucher Ghorbanifar,
to an unnamed Iranian contact.

In the letter, Ghorbanifar cites
eight steps that Washington has
taken to improve relations with

Tehran. Step four is the issuance
“of an official announcement term-
ing the [Moujahedeen] terrorist and
Marxst.”

Safavi argued that Murphy's
statement, issued only a month
before the first U.S.-sanctioned
Israeli shipment of arms to Iran,
must have been an integral part of
the program.

A State Department official said,
however, that the timing of Mur-
phy’s statement was a pure coinci-
dence and that it was a sincere
expression of the department's
view of the group.

The State Department maintains
that neither Murphy nor the de-
partment’s North Gulf Affairs Of-
fice, where the statement originat-
ed, knew anything about the secret
Iran policy adopted by the Natio
Security Council. ‘
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